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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

The Applicant acknowledges, with thanks, the office action dated February 23, 2009. The 
Examiner's consideration of Applicant's arguments filed November 30, 2008, and the 
allowability of claims 10-12, 14-15, 17-22, and 34 is noted with appreciation. Claims 1-7, 10- 
12, 14-15, 17-22, and 34 are currently pending. 

Claim Objections 

Claims 10-12, 14-15, 17-22, and 34 were objected to for various informalities. 
Accordingly, claims 10 and 34 have been amended to correct the informalities objected to by the 
Examiner. In claim 10, 'discover' was changed to -discovery- and claim 34 has been amended 
to recite means for multiplexing the data signal and Ethernet secondary signal and means for 
modulating the multiplexed signal with the power signal to comport with Figs. 2-5 (see e.g. 220, 
260 and 270 in Fig. 2 and 570 & 590 in Fig. 5). 

Prior Art Rejections 

Claims 1-7 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent 
No. 5,994,998 to Fisher et al. {hereinafter, "Fisher") and U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 
2003/0068033 to Kiko {hereinafter, "Kiko") further in view of U.S. Patent Application 
Publication No. 2004/0164619 to Parker et al. {hereinafter, "Parker"). Withdrawal of this 
rejection is requested for reasons that will now be set forth. 

Independent claim 1, as currently amended, recites that an Ethernet primary 
communication signal is sent to a network device on a first medium. A discovery signal is sent 
on a second medium and a response to the discovery signal is received on the second medium. 
A power signal that is modulated with the data signal is provided to the network device on the 
second medium after the discovery response signal is received. 

By contrast, Fisher shows the data and power signal sent on one medium. Fisher does not 
show the primary Ethernet (data signal) sent on one medium and the discovery signals, data 
signal modulated with power signal on a second medium. The aforementioned deficiency is 
Parker is not remedied by any teaching of Kiko. Kiko is relied on by the examiner for teaching 
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sending and receiving discovery signals over a wireless (second medium). Kiko, however, does 
not teach or suggest that power and data signals are modulated and sent over the second medium. 
Parker actually teaches away from what is recited in claim 1 in that the Ethernet signal and 
power signal are transferred over the same medium, not an Ethernet signal sent on one medium 
and a modulated data and power signal on a second medium. Therefore, Fisher, Kiko and/or 
Parker, alone or in any combination teach or suggest each and every element of claim 1; 
consequently claim 1 is not obvious in view of Fisher, Kiko and/or Parker. Claims 2-7 directly 
depend from claim 1 and thus contain each and every element of claim 1 and are therefore not 
obvious in view of Fisher, Kiko and/or Parker for the reasons set forth for claim 1. 



Withdrawal of the objections and rejections to this application as amended is requested 
for the reasons set forth herein and a Notice of Allowance is earnestly solicited. If there are any 
fees necessitated by the foregoing communication, the Commissioner is hereby authorized to 
charge such fees to our Deposit Account No. 50-0902, referencing our Docket No. 72255/33235. 



Conclusion 



Respectfully submitted, 
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